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after SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 

- If NO period for reply is specified above, the maximum statutory period will apply and will expire SIX (6) MONTHS from the mailing date of this communication. 
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DETAILED ACTION 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

1 . The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

2. Claims 51-52, 54-57, and 65-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Wadey US 3,059,842). 

Wadey discloses all the recited elements of the invention including a cutting 
assembly including a cutting cylinder having a length (e.g., 10) including a plurality of 
independently actuated blades (e.g., 16) wherein at least one blade operable to sever 
and at least one blade remaining retracted during a full rotation of the cutting assembly 
(e.g., the element 16 is independently actuated and at least one blade is capable of 
being retracted during a full rotation while at least one blade is operable to sever the 
workpiece). Regarding claims 51 and 57, an opposing member (e.g., 14). Regarding 
claims 52 and 56, a plurality of actuators housed in an axis cavity (e.g., Figure 5). 

3. Claims 38-39, 45-51 , 53-58, and 62-66 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 02(b) as 
being anticipated by Hallberg et al. (US 4,742,741). 

Hallberg discloses all the recited elements of the invention including a cutting 
assembly having a length (e.g., 24) including a plurality of independently actuated 
blades (e.g., 268) wherein at least one blade operable to sever and at least one blade 
remaining retracted during a full rotation of the cutting assembly (e.g., the blades are 
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independently and selectively actuated). Regarding claims 39, 51 , and 57, an opposing 
member (e.g., 28). Regarding claims 45, 53, and 62, a pivoting part (e.g., 300). 
Regarding claims 46, 48, and 63, e.g., see Figures 1-2. Regarding claims 47 and 64, a 
stop (e.g., 308). Regarding claim 56, a plurality of actuators (e.g., 304, 334). Regarding 
claim 58, a first fulcrum (e.g., Figure 2) and a second fulcrum (e.g., at 110). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

4. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set 
forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and 
the prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the 
invention was made to a person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. 
Patentability shall not be negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 

5. Claims 38-40, 43-44, 49-50, and 60-61 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Wadey. 

Wadey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for the blade 
being operable to generate a continuous slit in the web wherein the slit being 
substantially transverse to a moving direction of the web. However, it would have been 
obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to 
provide a blade that is capable of generating a continuous slit in a web wherein the slit 
being substantially transverse to a moving direction of the web on the device of Wadey 
since the examiner takes Official Notice on the use of transverse slit as old and well 
known in the art of data processing systems for the purpose of recording data on a 
record medium. Biegel and Edburg show examples. Regarding claims 39, 51, and 57, 
an opposing member (e.g., 14). Regarding claims 40, 52, and 56, a plurality of 
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actuators housed in an axis cavity (e.g., Figure 5). Regarding claims 43-44 and 60-61 , 
Wadey discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for rotary distributors and 
solenoid valves. Instead, Wadey teaches a selective control device with a pneumatic 
card sensing device connected with a plurality of control signal input ducts. However, it 
would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention 
was made to employ rotary distributors and solenoid valves as taught by applicant's 
admitted prior art on the device of Wadey in order to facilitate controlling flow of fluid. 
Helmstadter shows an example of such rotary distributors and solenoid valves. 
Furthermore, Wehmeyer, Frajdenrajch, Schechter, and Hormell show examples of the 
use of rotary distributor with solenoid valves. It is noted that the common knowledge or 
well-known in the art statement of the previous office action has been taken to be 
admitted prior art because applicant either failed to traverse the examiner's assertion of 
official notice or that the traverse was inadequate. See MPEP § 2144.03. 

6. Claim 59 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103 (a) as being unpatentable over 
Hallberg. 

Hallberg discloses the invention substantially as claimed except for ball joints. 
However it would have been obvious to one having ordinary skill in the art at the 
time the invention was made to employ ball joints as taught by applicant's admitted 
prior art on the device of Hallberg in order to pivotally joining two parts. Pabodie and 
Jacquier show examples of a ball joint. It is noted that the common knowledge or 
well-known in the art statement of the previous office action has been taken to be 
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admitted prior art because applicant either failed to traverse the examiner's assertion 
of official notice or that the traverse was inadequate. See MPEP § 2144.03. 

Allowable Subject Matter 

7. Claims 41-42 are allowed. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed January 4, 2008 have been fully considered but they 
are not persuasive. 

Applicant contends that Wadey does not generate a slice as claimed and a 
continuous slit as claimed. Applicant further contends that Hallberg does not disclose a 
plurality of independently actuated blades positioned along the axial length of the cutting 
assembly and capable of retraction as claimed. Applicant argues that the blade on 
Hallberg's device completely severs the web. Applicant further argues that the data 
processing system would not work if punches were replaced with blades to generate a 
slit. 

The examiner respectfully disagrees. Wadey does generate a slice (e.g., 34) in 
the web to create a hole wherein the slice having a length less than a width of the web 
and being substantially transverse to the direction of movement of the web. In addition, 
Hallberg teaches the cutting assembly (e.g., 24) having the plurality of independently 
actuated blades (e.g., 268) wherein each blade being positioned along the axial length 
of the cutting assembly to generate a slit/slice as claimed and the blades are 
independently and selectively actuated depending on the desired length. The claims do 
not require the plurality of blades being positioned adjacent to each other in an axial 
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direction. Moreover, the device of Hallberg is capable of producing slices having a 
length less than a width of the web depending on the width of the web. In addition, 
Biegel and Edburg references are cited to show that the use of transverse slit is old and 
well known in the art and a person of ordinary skill in the data recording art would have 
the knowledge to employ a proper data reading device to accommodate different 
configurations of recorded data. 

Conclusion 

9. THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
the advisory action. In no event, however, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

1 0. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Stephen Choi whose telephone number is 571-272- 
4504. The examiner can normally be reached on Monday-Thursday 9:00-5:30. 
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If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Boyer D. Ashley can be reached on 571-272-4502. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Stephen Choi/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 3724 
4 April 2008 


